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EX PARTE

William F. Caton

Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
Mail Stop 1170

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

Re: CC Docket No.\ét-54 - Interconnection and Resale Obligations Pertaining to
Commercial Mobile Radio Services; RM-8643 - Petition for Rulemaking of Pacific
Bell Mobile Services Regarding a Plan for Sharing the Costs of Microwave
Relocation; RM-8658 - Section 68.4(a) of the Commission’s Rules Hearing Aid
Compatible Telephones; GEN Docket No. 90-314 - Amendment of the
Commission’s Rules to Establish New Personal Communications Services

Yesterday, James Tuthill, General Counsel, Vice President, External Affairs, Pacific Bell
Mobile Services, and | met with Rudolfo M. Baca, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Quello,
to discuss issues summarized in Attachments A, B, and C. Mr. Tuthill, Steve Sidore,
Director of Network Engineering, Pacific Bell Mobile Services, and | met with Dan
Phythyon, Associate Bureau Chief, and Stan Wiggins, of the Wireless
Telecommunications Bureau to discuss issues summarized in Attachments A, B and D;
with Michael Wack, Deputy Chief, and Jeffrey Steinberg and Pam Megna of the Policy
Division, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau to discuss issues contained in Attachment
E and relating to Pacific Bell Mobile Services’ non-structural safeguards plan; with Robert
M. Pepper, Chief, and Gregory Rosston, of the Office of Plans and Policy to discuss
issues outlined in Attachment B; and with Michael Buas, of the Office of Engineering and
Technology, to discuss issues outlined in Attachment D. Please associate the attached
material with the above-referenced proceedings.

We are submitting two copies of this notice in accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(1) of the

Commission's Rules.
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Please stamp and return the provided copy to confirm your receipt. Please contact me
should you have any questions or require additional information concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

P :
Gitz-l;ison

cc:  Rudolfo M. Baca
Michael Buas
Pam Megna
Robert M. Pepper
Dan Phythyon
Gregory Rosston
Jeffrey Steinberg
Michael Wack
Stan Wiggins

Attachments (5)



Attachment A

BEGIN RULEMAKING ON
MICROWAYVE RELOCATION COST
SHARING

WE MODIFIED OUR POSITION AND SUPPORT PCIA
PROPOSAL




WE COMPROMISED FOR INDUSTRY
CONSENSUS

« OUR PROPOSAL CONSISTS OF DHINTERFERENCE RIGHTS,
2)ADJACENT CHANNEL COST SHARING, AND 3)A PER-LINK
CAP OF $600K.

e PCIA PROPOSAL CONSISTS OF 1)INTERFERENCE RIGHTS,
2)CO-CHANNEL COST SHARING, AND 3)A PER- LINK CAP OF
$250K AND $150K IF THE TOWER HAS TO BE REPLACED.

« WE SUPPORT THE PCIA PROPOSAL AND RECOMMEND THE
COMMISSION IMMEDIATELY OPEN A RULEMAKING.

pacFicESBELL

Mobile Services



THERE IS BROAD SUPPORT FOR THE
PCIA PROPOSAL

AMERITECH, AMERICAN PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS,
BELLSOUTH WIRELESS, INC., OMNIPOINT
COMMUNICATIONS, WESTERN PCS CORPORATION, AND WE
SIGNED ONTO THE PCIA PROPOSAL.

CTIA SUPPORTS RULES FOR MICROWAVE RELOCATION
COST SHARING.

SPRINT/WIRELESS CO., SUPPORT PCIA PROPOSAL OF $250K
PLUS ADDITIONAL $150K IF TOWER HAS TO BE REPLACED.

SWB SUPPORTS OPENING A RULEMAKING.

COX SUPPORTS COMMISSION ACTION TO DEVELOP AN
OBJECTIVE STANDARD OF “INTERFERENCE.”

UTAM SUPPORTS COST SHARING.

racricESBELL

Mobile Services



UTC GENERALLY SUPPORTS OUR
PROPOSAL

“THE PBMS PROPOSAL PROVIDES A SOLID FRAMEWORK
FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF WORKABLE COST-SHARING
PROCEDURES.”

SOME INCUMBENTS MISUNDERSTOOD OUR PROPOSAL; WE
ARE NOT PROPOSING A PAYMENT CAP, ONLY A SHARING
CAP.

PACFICERBELL

Mobile Services
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MICROWAVE RELOCATION

WILL IT DELAY THE PCS
PROMISE?




COMMISSION ACTION
NEEDED

 TO FULFILL PCS PROMISE: RAPID
DEPLOYMENT OF NEW SERVICES,
LOWER PRICES, AND, COMPETITION
FOR CELLULAR.

« TO PRESERVE POTENTIAL VALUE OF
SPECTRUM IN FUTURE AUCTIONS.

pacFICEBELL

Mohbile Services



NEED FOR HELP IS URGENT

« SOME INCUMBENTS BELIEVE THAT THEY
ARE ENTITLED TO “GREENMAIL” TO
MOVE DURING VOLUNTARY PERIOD.

« THE COMMISSION SHOULD CLARIFY OR
REVISE THE RULES.

« INCUMBENTS SHOULD BE REQUIRED TO
NEGOTIATE IN GOOD FAITH FOR
RELOCATION TO COMPARABLE
FACILITIES.

PacFicERBELL

Mobile Services
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By Melinda Powelson

ohn Eger, San Diego's self-professed
wizard of telecommunications, has an
interesting history. A former CBS broad-

canting enecutive. Fee han ad-
vised the likes of past presi-
denes Richard Niseon and tier-
ald tard on selecammmnics -
tions. And since maving o

San Diegn six vears agm. Eger
hummkdulnnl-qbin
self an indisp

ageney

that provides the city with
computer services. He alsn
serves as chairman of Gndd-
ing’s City of the Future Com-
mittee, 3 group imended to
mahe San Dicgo the “h:h of

sechaslogy.

Now Egev is invaived in an-
other city peoject — but this
time, he's getting paid. lamt
month, City Manager lack
McGrory t-udd 2 $245.000

%o Mayer Susan Galding.
Two yeors 240, Bger. now s

s nine
consulting team led by the
Washington. D.C. law firm.
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CITY LIGHTS
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Nﬂ.l year. big cable and

tem.” siapposed to revolution-
ize the way Amcrica commu-

¢ Tiny pocket ceflul
phones will he able ta take in-
coming calls and pages and
machine
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ceed. they have 1o clesr air-

watch-
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onntinasd flosn page ¢

amy of vve micrownve velacs-
vion iswes. The ity is nut gv-
ing 40 tohe the position that
everyone whe his velumiecred
fnr & commiteee i trying to
et s comtract. That st a le-
ool loswe™

Ne other mainr West

diing this inheuse.” soys Ken

conviwurd faem page 9
will cost the companies
M $1 million %0 move the
city's wystemn.

Portland communicatior
direcror Homn,«u says his

POrtUnity in apgrade nur sys-
TR, 2t e cRpenae ta the tax-
poyers. | don'’t think it is ap-
propriste te be speculsting
about public-private vemuves.”

Portland’s Harrington
agrees. “This isn't abowt lank-

entire communications sys-
tem. What | want to do is re-
coup «ome of the coxt of the
relocations.”

Rut San Diego's Wilken
save that Prertland and LA,
M3y he missing owt 08 2 once-
- 2-Hictinie apportenity, “\We
have hoen peiting calls from ot
aver the U8, anking us for ad-
vice.” he savs. “We want 10
make sure that we build &
wate-of-the-aet communica-
tions network.”

Yiewever, indusiey snalysts
warn that San Uiego should-
o't be w0 cager,

“There are vome height-
ened crpectations out there
that have to be dealt with.
‘Bilking’ would aot be tne
strong of 3 word.” says Mark
Colden, nf the Personal Com-

get. That is categorically un.
teue — and unfair 1 the in-
dustry. This should be 2 win-
win for everybody.”

Wilken says $an Diego has
no intention of extorting
money from the providers.
“We want 1o resolve this issue
to the henefit of the tazpayers,
but we don't intend 1o do
it at the cost of the new

technnlogy.” @
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DIGITAL
COMMUNICATIONS AND
HEARING AIDS

PACKFICE3BELL
Mobile Services



THERE IS NO HEALTH RISK
OR HAZZARD

 ALL DIGITAL TRANSMISSIONS HAVE
POTENTIAL TO CAUSE
INTERFERENCE.

« THERE IS NO RISK OF
INJURYBECAUSE OF INTERFERENCE.

e AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT ISSUED
REPORT THAT THIS IS NOT A
HEALTH PROBLEM.

PACFICESBELL
Mabile Services



FCC SHOULD MONITOR
INDUSTRY EFFORTS

e CENTER FOR ELECTROMAGNETIC
COMPATIBILITYIS STUDYING ISSUE AND
HAS ASKED FOR PARTICIPATION FROM
HEARING IMPAIRED GROUPS.

« REQUESTS TO HALT DEPLOYMENT OF
PARTICULAR TECHNOLOGIES ARE
WRONG AND EXTREME.

e SOLUTIONS ALREADY EXIST.

PACFICESBELL
Motile Services



Attachment E

PACIFIC .8 BELLs

Moblle Setvices

HE COMMISSION SHOULD ADOPT A
ROAMING RULE

COMMISSION HELP WILL BE NECESSARY
TO ASSIST PCS’s LAUNCH




The Industry May Not Voluntarily Promote |
Roaming poncldeaL,

e Large Cellular and PCS Companies Plan to Create National
Networks:

» AT&T/McCAW
» AIRTOUCH/BELL ATLANTIC/NYNEX/US WEST
» WIRELESS CO.

e (Customers of Regional and Small Providers May Be Unable to
Access These Networks for Competitive Reasons.




A Broad Roaming Policy Should Be Adopted pacirc i eei L.

Services

e The Existing Part 22 Rule, 22.901 Should Be Extended to All
CMRS Providers.

e This Would Allow Roaming on Cellular Analog Systems and
Other PCS Systems.

e Additionally, the Rule Should Provide That Roaming Is
Available on Fair and Nondiscriminatory Terms and
Conditions. -

e This Is Consistent With Sections 201 and 202. .




Roaming Scenario 1 - Originating Call Only pacrickl el L,

Subscriber’s Capability - Roaming subscribers are only allowed to originate calls.

Contract Arrangements:

e The subscribers” home network and visited network must have
agreements on the terms and conditions to compensate one another
for network usage.

e The exchange of billing information becomes part of the billing
settlements process.

Technology Requirements:_

e The only technical requirement is that the subscribers” handset has
an air interface compatible with the visited network.

e This may require a dual mode handset. Dual mode handset
availability (i.e. AMPS/PCS1900) is scheduled for 1Q 1996.




Roaming Scenario 1 Originating Calls Only Pacic E3 BeL L,

PSTN

o

n

Base Stations

Network A Network B




Roaming Scenario 2 - Originating and Terminating
Calls, Same Network Technology PACIFC ki3 BEL Lo

Mobile Services

Subscriber’s Capability - Roaming subscribers can originate calls and have calls delivered to them.

Contract Arrangements: Same as Scenario 1.

Technology Requirements:

e The subscribers” handset has the same requirements as Scenario 1.

e To enable roaming subscribers to receive calls their home network
must be updated with the identification of the visited MSC/MTSO.

e Home Location Registration (HLR) for full roaming can be accomplished
via several mechanisms which cellular uses today (i.e. IS-41, X.25, SS7).

e Call completion to the roaming subscriber is handled no differently
than cellular today via the PSTN to the visited network.




Roaming Scenario 2 - Originating & Terminating
Calls Same Network Technology PACIFCEL] BELL

PSTN PSTN

Base Stations

Base Stations

Network A Ne twofk B

1. Terminating calls are delivered via the PSTN.
2. Signaling information exchange via an available national signaling network.




Roaming Scenario 3 - Originating and Terminating
Calls, Different Network Technology proncid seLL,

Subscriber’s Capability - Roaming subscribers can originate calls and have calls delivered to them.

Contract Arrangements: Same as Scenario 1.

Technology Requirements:

e The subscribers” handset has the same requirements as Scenario 1.

e The subscribers” home network is updated the same way as identified in
Scenario 2.

e Call completion to the roaming subscriber is the same as Scenario 2

e Protocol conversion will be needed to allow two networks with
different technologies (i.e. PCS1900 and AMPS/IS41 ) to exchange
network information messages. |

e An AMPS/TDMA dual mode handset is available today.

e An AMPS/PCS1900 dual mode handset is scheduled for 1Q 1996.

* An IS-41/PCS1900 protocol converter is scheduled for 2Q 1996.
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Roaming Scenario 3 - Originating & Terminating
Calls Different Network Technology PACIFCES BELL:

PSTN PSTN

Base Stations

Network A Network B

1. Terminating calls are delivered via the PSTN.
2. Signaling:information exchange via an available national signaling network with a protocol converter.




The Sequence of Events that Support Roaming  rarcElee,

1. A Roaming Agreement is agreed upon and upgraded as needed.

2. The companies establish a billing settlements process. (A third party
clearinghouse may be used such as GTE using the Cybernet system)

3. Billing procedures and processes are developed and implemented.

4. Roaming Agreement Database activated for roaming originated
calls.

5. If the roaming subscriber is allowed to receive calls technical details
on how the two networks will exchange registration and call
delivery information must be specified. (For example, both companies
must agree on what national signaling network will be used to exchange
network message information.)
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